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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to the amendment filed on 5/31/2007. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-4, 7-10, 12-13 and 18-20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
byPereira (US 6915374). 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. Based upon 
the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome either by a showing under 37 
CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the reference was derived from the 
inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by another," or by an appropriate 
showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

Regarding claim 1, Pereira discloses an information handling system comprising: 
information processing components operable to generate information for storage (10, fig. 1); an 
optical drive interfaced with the processing components and operable to accept the information 
for storage and to write the information to an optical medium according to a write strategy 
having a write speed (col. 1 lines 49-60 and col. 3 lines 1 1-15); a write strategy table associated 
with the optical drive and having plural optical medium identification codes, each optical 
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medium identification code having an associated write strategy (20, fig. 1); a general write 
strategy table associated with the optical drive and having plural preassigned optical medium 
identification codes, each preassigned optical medium identification code associated with one of 
plural general write strategies (22, 24, fig. 1 and col. 5 lines 21-30); each preassigned optical 
medium identification code associated with an optical medium planned for development by an 
optical medium manufacturer (col. 1 lines 64-67 and col. 2 lines 55-60), write strategy module 
operable to read an optical medium identification code from an optical medium and to provide 
the optical drive with the associated write strategy (18, fig. 1), the write strategy module further 
operable to read a preassigned optical medium identification code and to provide the optical 
drive with the associated general write strategy (col. 5 lines 18-30). 

Regarding claim 2, Pereira further discloses a generic write strategy associated with 
unknown optical medium identification codes, wherein the write strategy module is further 
operable to read an unknown optical medium identification code and to provide the optical 
drive with the generic write strategy associated with unknown identification codes (col. 5 lines 
12-16). 

Regarding claim 3, Pereira further discloses wherein each preassigned optical medium 
identification code is preassigned by optical media manufacturer and associated with a write 
strategy for writing information with the optical disc drive to an optical medium of the optical 
media manufacturer (col. 4 lines 18-21). 

Regarding claim 4, Pereira further discloses wherein each preassigned optical 
medium identification code is associated with an optical medium identification code of the write 
strategy table (col. 4 lines 21-25). 
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Regarding claim 7, Pereira further discloses wherein the optical disc drive comprises a 
DVD disc drive (col 4 lines 11-15). 

Method claims 8 and 9 are drawn to the method of using the corresponding apparatus 
claimed in claims 1 and 2 and 6 respectively. Therefore method claims 8 and 9 correspond to 
apparatus claims 1 and 2 and are rejected for the same reasons of anticipation as applied above. 

Regarding claim 10, Pereira further discloses reading an optical medium 
identification code from an optical medium with the optical disc; determining that the optical 
medium identification code is a preassigned optical medium identification code; and writing 
information to the optical medium with the general write strategy associated with the 
preassigned optical medium identification code (col. 5 lines 3-12). 

Regarding claim 12, Pereira further discloses preassigning identification codes by optical 
media manufacturer (col. 4 lines 21-25); and associating one or more write strategy parameters 
with a preassigned optical medium identification code according to a time stamp appended to 
the identification code (col. 4 lines 56-60). 

Regarding claim 13, Pereira further discloses wherein the write strategy parameter 
comprises write speed (col. 1 lines 49-60 and col. 3 lines 11-15). 

Regarding claim 18, Pereira discloses everything regarding the optical disc drive as 
applied to claim 1 above. Pereira further discloses wherein the planned optical media has 
design parameters and the write strategy associated with the preassigned optical medium 
identification code providing for writes according to the design parameters (col. 1 lines 64-67 
and lines 48-64). 
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Regarding claim 19, Pereira father discloses wherein the write strategy parameter 
comprises write speed (col. 1 lines 49-60 and col. 3 lines 11-15). 

Regarding claim 20, Pereira further discloses wherein the preassigned optical medium 
identification code is preassigned by optical medium manufacturer and wherein the design 
parameters relate to an existing optical medium of the optical medium manufacturer (col. 4 lines 
21-37). 

Claims 15 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Shimoda et 
al (US 6381202). 

Regarding claim 15, Shimoda discloses a method for configuring an optical disc drive to 
write information to optical media, the method comprising: preassigning optical medium 
identification codes to optical media manufacturers (fig. 4); associating design parameters of a 
planned optical media with the preassigned optical medium identification codes (slO, fig. 9 and 
fig. 6); communicating the preassigned optical medium identification codes and associated 
design parameters to optical disc drive manufacturers (col. 1 lines 36-53 and col. 4 lines 66-67 
thru col. 5 lines 1-3); building optical disc drives to recognize the preassigned optical medium 
identification codes and write information with a write strategy according to the design 
parameters (fig. 3); releasing optical media having the preassigned optical medium 
identification codes (col. 10 lines 6-19); and writing information from an optical disc drive to 
the released optical media with the general write strategy associated with the preassigned 
optical medium identification code (slO, fig. 9 and col. 8 lines 43-51). 

Regarding claim 17, Shimoda discloses wherein the design parameters comprise 
similarities with one or more existing optical medium of the manufacturer (fig. 6 and fig. 7). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pereira 
(US 6915374) in view of Matsumoto (US 2002/0105874). 

Regarding claims 5 and 1 1 , Pereira fails to disclose wherein each preassigned optical 
medium identification code general write strategy comprises a write speed and wherein the 
optical drive writes the information at the lesser of the write speed or the maximum speed of the 
optical drive. In the same field of endeavor, Matsumoto discloses a method of recording data 
wherein the write strategy comprises a write speed (fig. 5 and fig. 7), and the drive writes the 
information at the lesser of the write speed or the maximum speed of the optical drive (fig. 8). 
Matsumoto discloses that a CAV recording method is used until the maximum recording 
velocity of the drive is exceeded, and the maximum velocity is used when it is exceeded by the 
CAV method. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to modify the recording system disclosed by Pereira to use a write speed 
parameter and to limit the write speed at the maximum allowable write speed as taught by 
Matsumoto. The rationale is as follows: One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention would have been motivated to have a recording velocity parameter in 
order to optimize recording based on the type of recording medium. Furthermore, one of 
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ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to record at the lower of the max speed and 
the selected speed in order to not exceed the limitations of the drive. 

Claims 6 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Pereira 
(US 6915374) in view of Shimoda (US 6381202). 

Regarding claim 6 and 14, Pereira fails to disclose the identification codes comprising 
ATIP start codes. In the same field of endeavor, Shimoda discloses wherein the optical medium 
identification codes comprise ATIP start codes (fig. 5). It would have been obvious to provide 
ATIP start codes in order to have the disc be compatible with known CD-R type formatted discs. 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shimoda (US 
6381202) in view of Matsumoto (US 2002/0105874). 

Regarding claim 16, Shimoda fails to disclose wherein each preassigned optical medium 
identification code general write strategy comprises a write speed. In the same field of 
endeavor, Matsumoto discloses a method of recording data wherein the write strategy comprises 
a write speed (fig. 5 and fig. 7). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the applicant's invention to modify the recording system disclosed by Shimoda to use 
a write speed parameter as taught by Matsumoto. The rationale is as follows: One of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention would have been motivated to have a 
recording velocity parameter in order to optimize recording based on the type of recording 
medium. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-14 and 18-20 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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In regard to Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 15-17, applicant argues that 
Shimoda does not disclose preassigned codes. This is not persuasive because Shimoda discloses 
the use of 6 kinds of disc types that are precoded according to the Orange book by media type 
and Beta category (see col. 1 lines 36-42). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tawfik Goma whose telephone number is (571) 272-4206. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Korzuch can be reached on (571) 272-7589. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Tawfik Goma/ 
8/17/2007 

/William R. Korzuch/ 
SPE, Art Unit 2627 



